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Visual Perception Evaluation Method of Stereo Images Based on CNN-SVR

Xu Yuan, Chen Chunyi’, Hu Xiaojuan, Yu Haiyang, Tian Ye
School of Computer Science and Technology, Changchun University of Science and Technology,
Changchun 130022, Jilin, China

Abstract This paper proposes an objective evaluation model of stereo image visual perception based on convolutional
neural network (CNN) and support vector regression (SVR) to solve the issue of multidimensional influencing factors for
stereo images and improve the accuracy of prediction results. In this proposed model, the plane saliency map using color
and the disparity map based on differences are combined, and the potential salient discomfort regions of visual perception
are obtained using threshold segmentation. Then, global features, such as contrast, color, and structural complexity, are
extracted using feature extraction along with the local features, such as disparity, texture, and spatial frequency. Finally,
the objective evaluation model of multifeature visual perception is constructed by combining CNN and SVR to obtain the
final objective prediction value. Experimental results show that the Pearson linear correlation coefficient and Spearman’s
rank correlation coefficient of the proposed method are higher than 0. 87 and 0. 83, respectively. In addition, compared
with other existing methods, the objective evaluation model proposed in this paper is better on the public dataset, and the
prediction results have higher consistency with the subjective evaluation results.
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objective evaluation model

ot - T 1) T50I AN B B B A AR MY N E B
= BT 725 R 7 A Mt 2 Bt A B 7 W ST A TR A s %) R i S

SEPR PSSR AS 45 AN ok B il e Ba i B LB 52, Rk o LA S i B R g e 4R 40 1 5 Bl .

PR L o SRR SL T R R R SR AR FURT , AT 2R A5 B 20 00 B0 9T 2 28 s
LR AR AT R H i T A SR EECR T T BRSNS T O B A 1 TR R A
RZ BN X H BL2E i Y oh o e A PRR A XA

Wi BHE. 2023-03-19; EEHH: 2023-03-21; RABH. 2023-03-23; MEEHAZBH: 2023-03-30
HETB: EEARPAIESTH(UI9A2063) 75 Mg B & &1 H (20230201080GX)
B{E1E#& . “chenchunyi@hotmail.com

0811027-1


https://dx.doi.org/10.3788/LOP230893
mailto:E-mail:chenchunyi@hotmail.com
mailto:E-mail:chenchunyi@hotmail.com

BT 5T 18 3L

e ROR o7 o) B AR R OR R TT A

T 5 N MR A XU A0 2 J2 52 0 7 AR R 50 B R 56 i
EBRRA S BRSO TR A2E R  SL A
{8 VL8 S A 06 5 B2 ) 2 ), HEAT T O A LS
BN T SR G & B 28 Y L. IS R B AT S
PR, o SE A BB A RRAE SR B A B R0

Oy 2t — 2 B R B WLVE ¢ A5 R A U R L BT O
T IR & 2o R R AR R AT HE— 2L BB 5T . 25— L
A5 T 5 O T BN A e X 7 A R BEAT 43 M L O 4
A N R A R R R P A R BT, D TR v
JERHTRFAE , f 5 8 3 XGBoost A1 IH A5 8 JF 47 Fi0 . 1t
T7 BB H AL B AT 5 PP I U T R Y
GERHRARAT R OGHE TR H LA Z ) R B &R 5 X 5
T EOILBE IR G T B B N I AT IS AR AR A i S
IEPEAA S A TISES X F e

% 8 BN MRAE WL 7 A PG 23 500 5 T 1815 v
T 3 DI, DR S T8 T 46 45 & 28 Pk b 47
WS . Zhang % HE T 5 2 M AL 22 FRAE , OF A
X % B TR F- T 25 B R AT A O 2 R R Y 55X
SR RRE =y i I EPRY LN HES L e R AU G
8 A0 22 Y0 T (] s e 2 0 53 PRI o 2 £ R RO, T
LM T 4R A IR 30 e S TS 3 A O P2 P AR 7
) 37 A oE TR Sk R AT L AT At O 4 U Y
BEFEEMMEEE

UL BEAE B TR BE 2 ) T PR R AL BRAUORS T R
G BB  BIF 5T B AT TS B O 200 o 2 0 265 ok 47
T f 77 1T . Kim 552 TR TR0 H Rl TR R T 2%
(5 WA T7 3k 8 07 15 1 T 22 2 AR B XU H R AE , IF
VT T A0 2 1F D) Ak 1) 286 ok el 00 45 B AT 0 . SR
ASCR R J32 2 2 1) 2% 3R A [ 151 o 00 723 30 ) A6 2 1 E A

£ 60EF 8HI/2023 £ 4 /B AEXEFZHE

N S FE A S (SVR) 58 K . R AR SR K 4 AR
P2 45 (CNN) F SVR A1 25 & 1) Jr Xk 8 7 IR 1%
HLBE B0 75 B A AR

L5 LT IR A SRR X ST AR G T 2 Y 2
M D] 2RI o A ) A R T — ORI A ST AR LR
NSRS VR S PRV L NESEE T X P SN
L2215 B 45 A 10 7 =X, 19 300058 BRIV 7E W 35 R
T DX, I 0% X 81 SR 5 A A N ST AR AR 1) 42 )R
FEAE % 7 T AN A B T 57 R AR B L5 G 35 0 Fn AR
B BB )RR [R5 R R T S AR R A IR 1 £
e R % . K CNN HISVR AHZE 4 19 07 Ml 7
TR G % DA A R 22 A5 7R 70y 2 B 3 A [) 288 70 e
I 2Z 6] (R B 2R, I L 70000 & S o 1t P 8 o
2 KT CNN-SVR B 74 K5 A0 5% 8% 50

% UL VF- A A 7Y

P21 B9 CNN FT SVR AH S5 A 19 57 1R BG 52 18
BV B TR 1 5 2 1 3 N HR Ao 3 L A0 nL
AWM, A TR THOAN B ERME T 2R
B A 22 5 T3 A (8 1 43 50 O A5 B0 0 SR T A
FONGE KR, 2 KOIR AR AR R e T S AR R
AR SRR A B LR AR AR AR SR IR i R h
B 5 ) 37 A G A0 B SR B i 2R e R SR T AT
TR R 1) 22 R AE 43 302 3 T BRI 4 Jm) RRAE F =)
TREFAE , Horb 356 F R 09 £ 5 B A AL 38 R 6 FE B
TR AE RS540 2 2% B, JE F MR %) Jm 35 AR 1E A 435 40 22
g 7S AR e, A CNIN-SVR 5 D X6 15 2] 1)
S FRAE BEAT R A, W 2 S A R 2 DT A5 AR 3 ok
TOUI pR ST R TR . UL T A AR A (1 S AR AE
BRGNP 1R .

input
[teft view | IIII
w5 .
stereoscopic |  region |salient discomfort _,| H i
; - P CNN-SVR redicted score
: _wsual segmentation region [ Loae 2
saliency saliency map 1
map
-
B 1
| global feature |

FT 2 WL A58 20 ) A RE 28

Fig. 1 Overall framework of the objective evaluation model
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Fig. 2 Acquisition process of potential significant discomfort area. (a) Left view; (b) right view; (¢) disparity map; (d) planar saliency

map; (e) stereoscopic saliency map; (f) salient discomfort region

2.2 ERHIE

FERRAE P2 LAY 2 B2 v, 5 1 55 R T 5 ) S AR R
P SRR 35 1 22 4 TR 2R, 3 0l 4 BORE F EMR 1 &2 )
FEAE A Ry BB RRAE o o rp 7 AR GG 42 Ry FRAE 43 R 3B
A FEXT R B IE S SR R A
2.2.1 3T

X} L BE 4R A% A A X3 R e 6 X 8] =22 1) A A )

B A G I S, — R R B AR G R B R A i . T
J_MKIZH%EF‘ X L BE 2 25 37 A4 A B T R R R T R AR
KA A, I B g% 52 ma FH P W 37 14 B S o J%
HIBIRREE S BT LA 6 FAS [ RR BE B %o BL B, ST AR BB
B EWPE R S HARKMER . HIL, X2
Mg A AT X ST AR P A5 SR R AR 6 B — A 52 i PR 32, R

B LB A 2
""" (i), (0] PG, (2

f@xa

Ao (7, HFRARBGETOLBRERG, HEITH MR
PG, DRFMER AWM KEME 0LG, j), () j))]=

P(i, j)— P, j) 3 sp G b A 90 i A4 b
DBRE S SHBEE MR R M Z MM KE 2% CFRR
G X L 5 F 43 391) 36 7 L [ ) A T 971

2.2.2 MEsiE
N0 28 G0 %) B0 [ B i L AURR Y . 2457
1R G 1) 22 A A IR A B s B TSIk MERR Rl A i, st &

S X H 584, IR S AR e ™= A 7 A Jak , DT 3285 18 A0
TR A 30 T I R A 3 U

HSV 8425 [ P & T = AN B 4 it 2 52 4
P4 Chue) . 11 F1 BF (saturation) 1 2% B (value) . M1 T
HSV i 4,25 [8] i 2% A4S 43 5 2 [ A0 BNy, A AR
PLBE 2R G5 B JBATER I T RGB B4 55 18] 1 4% 43 1 2 ]
ELA B B A O PET . R AR SO HS'V B 8,25 (]
& OGN A FRAE , I AR Sy S AR AR B RN .
Je s S AR K5t RGB B (5 25 (8] 5% 4 31 HSV B (5 %5
[ R7NS2 W

V=max(R, G,B), (4)

0811027-3



B RIL X

F60EE8H/2023 F 4 A/HNXERBFRHE

60 X(G—B)
5 ) s V=R
V—min(R,G,B)
60 X(B—R
120+V '((R G)B)’ Voo
He min (R, G, (5)
60 X(R— G)
240 + , , V=B
V—min(R,G,B)
360 + H, H<0
0, V=min(R,G,B)
V—min(R,G,B)
g— v s V;éoo (6)
0 V=0

MHSV B 25 [8] B 5 b 5] 4 B s BE R AE F Vi
FIERRAE F TR F, 15828 5000 51

Fo= S S v(i), (7)
*‘r\],:ojzo

Fo= SN S0)), (8)
‘I\[i:oj:()

P SIS H ). (9)

2.2.3 #MALE

9 NATTHE W 4548 5 Ry 52 2% i S AR RAR I, 23 i
TEUR h TR 2, ME LUE B AR 8 5108 M6 A
I 3 L SRR AR I T R X2 i T RHR R R
BPE T R B HEA G5 A, PRI AR SC5e A1) /)N il 72 e
73 3 7 AR R B AR B, T T R A AR (5 B 21T
HAE . BIHEAT /N R e S R R B S AT A
BN R BN T AR B8 0,455 XL T R
B /NI AR BT E A A B T RS RO E R
SEARER o S5 I 2% BT Sl MR S Y ERS T
AIER Z ) 2 R Ak AR R

S, — L)

F (10)

DL

Ao L, ROR BUR ST R R 1L, 3o R IS B ST A
%o B A EHUR AT 3 Fros .

IS ¢ )R MR P R

Fig. 3 Part of the reconstructed images

2.3 FEREFE

P& WO 7 AR R Y S SRR AR A 2 S 3ER A, B AR
2 BB 2 [ JRRRE o
2.3.1 MEHIE

NATTAE W B ST A EZ B SRR £ 05 i 8 719 5 e s
Mg R B AL AN 1Y R X AT
WE SEARSEAR BT, IR B AR a5 5 % B 52 A9 AR
ZAVFEAE 22 5 ME DL B a7 A4 gk, DA T A fe A0 3 AN 1 4
MG o 38V SCHER & B, AT 3 UL i JE A 5
PEAG B9 B TR e A 18 2 Bl 22
) 84 0 TR 8 0 A P AT BT LA, PR 22 A ST R ok
BRSPS B R R
D] 1 7 00 i B R T A S N O DX Bl b 4 S 22
&1, A B A ik 5 AN DXl 2 BT O 7R 92 DX Sl 4 B
ZENRFAE 040 VA ok 35 AN 3 DXl 22 P 1A 4 TR

Pl 4 e 35 AN DX 2 [
Fig. 4 Disparity map of potential significant discomfort area

TE T AR 0 35 AN I8 X3 00 22 PR b g ORI 22 2 1
y ! ZEA 0 R DR MR AE 3 S Bl

1
7N > Salx,y)xS. (2, y), (11)
SV (2,y)€ER

(12)

¢ — 2arctan s
2L

Ao N RIRAR ZFE ;£ ST R BRI JRR 3R
LR P W AR UG 5 B e i B B
2.3.2 SIS

ALK EUR AR AR o T A2 A W BOAE B, S Ak
EIG R B AR AR IX B 22 AT UL 3k o g P45
Ry 2% W ST AR G B, 22 A7 B 2 Xk AR R Sr A4 Jg% , 1 1
T LD SR AE o DR e S FRRR AR BE A8 5 i FH P UL A
P 5 B B A0 o JE RN T BE o SR FH IR RE R AR AR R
A AR T BB R (Eaa) B (Vi) L BUME 46
(Vi) ARHETT 22 (V) 4 B BE 98 18 38 57 1k B 1% 8BS
SRR R AE kg ST AR P A S0 S Al A5E 78 (%) JBR N RRAIE L T
/N N ST )

E;\SMZZZP(Z.,].)Z, (13)

0811027-4



B R IL

V;;x'r:*Zzp(i,]’)log[P(i,]’)} (14)
Viw=223(i = jFP(i.j), (15)

L@z/ZEﬁuﬂu—VmY, (16)

K PG, ) R K BE S A FE B 5 Ve 2278 SRR
)1 287 B
2.3.3 =lamE

38 o8 I B SCHR & B, ST A LG 1Y) 7S [R) A 3R R A 5
mi) AR X H A 0 B B, DT 52 e A ATT S ST AR B R
ek ) AL 0 BRI AR B o LA IR 2 T 8 1Y) 37 AR (1A BT 7
A AR IR 42 25 S BON LG8 2 G2 19 il 3 TR 38
PR Ik LA R 255 TR 1 7 AR R 2 L B A G2 ) A
P 7. A A B i 5 S5O D SRR R S BT 8 L 5 e AT Y
WA RIS T O ST A SR 23 (B 45K /] F RS (E

.E_

Convl Conv2

input

£ 6055 8H1/2023 £ 4 A/ ENEFEHE

7 TR 245 5y
|F|=JH(x,y)+ V(x,y)+D(x,y), (17)
ﬁ:i 2 F(a,y)*S,(x,y), (18)

Nu,wek

X H(x, y)  V(x, y) M D(x, y) o5l &m K T
ELFUXE AR 5 1) AR
2.4 [EFEBHE

TEZHTRWEFE , E 43R 1 7 AR R 5 BT /Y
Z YRR, DU X 8 22 2 RRAE R AT Al A, R P SRR
BLPEAN LAY | 3 11 15 AR AR (1 e T 25 SR o e 7 A
Ao T R 22 B o7 s R AR Lk [l )4 75 kA7
il TIUI R A AR 2 M n] U il A LU A G 1 4 1 [l 0
A RE T A SR T AR B B 2 4R IR IR AL Al ok . A
SCR PR CNNPYHESVR AR ZE A 1 Jr =Xk 4 £ [ )5 1
AT, CNN-SVR 1 [m]H F50 o F#2 an ] 5 R o

=5 | | )| GSYR |mmp output
FC

Conv3

5 CNN-SVR A [a] 15 10 5o 72
Fig. 5 Regression prediction process of CNN-SVR

JIT AR A ) CNIN-SV R B RDEE 3575 1) 22 2 i 10 3 J
HURRIEAE S CNN A8 A FEAS 76 B R A f A 2] CNN
ZH SR T AR I REAE AT AL 3 3 HEOR Y
AL B 2025 BT BRI — 2 B R A 1 LR R
T 2 HE B B 45 F 5

X1

X:[xhxzyx.a’ '“’xn]: sz

(19)
A 2 A T B B R AE A 555 s Ol BT B A 55 5 S R AR
B o 07 R INSE A M2 R T 4 JR) R R A 4
) 4R AAF o 7 A L A5 A0 B SRR AT 1 52 W), A8 50 b s T 4R B
1) 2% B8 B AR AIE I ROk, R H IR T Al e il
FRAE Z (B B &R
4 Ab B () 5 A 40 B VR i CNIN B g ARE A, Hovp
CNN EZUFEINEHREMIN2ERZE, REMN
3N ERZ T B R E 0 R 16 .20 i1 32, K/NH
3X2, BRI KA 1}, BE RBCN RelLU. 7E 1%k
B Ao R S R RN AT L A 3 B 4 P 80 %6
B F U2, 20 % 19 80 1 4K, 3 X 254
T —1b o BRI RFEA A5 R 30, 5 R IR B
J9 500, W1 h 2 > 5 0. 01, I H LR 400 W5 2% &
TR, FRERFE TN 0.1, F 2% S F AN 0.01X0. 1,

e J5 45 B 28 4% 1 B s 1) AR O SVR 11 i A KR
AR 1T 6 ST A AR 8 A I 4 B AT R U T
TE SV R RS b 5 45 1) 5 o K001 R A% oR 8K, I 3 aod g
% 48 & (grid search) K T #& & it ', I F Sciki-
learn £, B TAT (19 R A% 48 2% GridSearchCV R, UL F- 4k ¢
P2 805 % 45 A~ S 5007 g B BUE UEA T HEZI 404, 51 s T
AARe A G4 REKENHEGH T SVRIIZ,
H 3l E iS5G fds i I Z4 280,
AR BHH C=64,y=1,e=0.1.

3 SLEREER T

3.1 HiEsE

Shy 56 E T 1 5 R A & 00 M e L SR Y s 4 R
NBU S3D-VCA™ # IVY LAB™ 37 {4 &l 14 54 Pg .
BOPE E 43 W48 200 X0 120 b 57 AR AR K %t R 1) SF
¥ EWAE S EH (MOS) . MOS 8, 4% 5 57 14 B 1% 10
R TR R R B R o RS ST AR AR B P AR A
TENG SR E NG S I LA SR BSR4 3 %
1019201080, 14 6 JE R T A4~ FF 37 44 S B 95
JE R A3 B 4G
3.2 MEEFEAR

T M BE DE AL O T, a8 A R B WP A A AR A
AU 5 = 0B S =2 T A R G A A 1 7 LT A A
WA PEfe . L4 SHE WS &, 43 9 A Pearson #H 3¢
FH(PLCC) .Spearman AH ¢ & E (SROCC) K 1 J5 iR

0811027-5



FRE AT 3R 3

% 605% 8HI/2023 £ 4 B/ ML EBFEHRE

6 23 JF 7 A PR B 1 v v s 2 [ 4R

Fig. 6 Partimages in the public stereo image databases

B2 (RMSE) o =3 AJ LLE ) 1 2 755 A58 78 20 0 93 0l i
5 R A S Z ) A A DG HE AR 22 . Horh, Pearson AH
K F O Spearman AH 5 28 KA T A 1 A5 B 2 0L
B0 00 L S A 22 ) 1 M OC R RN OC &R L B AR
e 22 T A7 A5 AU 2 00 I AV 0 YE R . Pearson AH
K ZBOM Spearman A1 X R BB IE T 1, ¥ 7 MR 2=
2T T 0, 28 W R U TEA A5 Y (1) 4 B ko
3.3 MBEE®

TSR UE BT S AR A (PR AR X T SR AR AL 5 i JLAE
o 1 % WP A 45 43 551 4E NBU S3D-VCA ATIVY
LAB A G Bl A B EAT PR RE L. HR Ry S 56
GERANF THNEL 20778 o 23 TH 5 R T 4R A R 1 2 0L

#1 NBU S3D-VCA HHli i v A [7) 452 5 P BE X L
Table 1 Performance comparison of different models on the

NBU S3D-VCA dataset

Model PLCC SROCC RMSE
Model in Ref. [8] 0.8128 0.7684 0.4015
Model in Ref. [ 28] 0. 8240 0.7870 0. 5580
Model in Ref. [2] 0.8310 0. 7980 0.2780
Model in Ref. [29] 0. 8358 0.8131 0.4973
Model in Ref. [3] 0. 8668 0.8034 0.4732

Proposed model 0. 8759 0.8335 0.4010

F 2 IVY LAB SR A ) B REXT L
Table 2 Performance comparison of different models on the
IVY LAB dataset

Model PLCC SROCC RMSE
Model in Ref. [30] 0.7361 0.7190 0.4704
Model in Ref. [2] 0. 8290 0. 8300 0. 2350
Model in Ref. [31] 0. 8358 0.8131 0.4973
Model in Ref. [ 3] 0.9315 0.8976 0.2641

Proposed model 0. 9469 0.9035 0. 2547

T 25 5 30 L PE M 45 SR 1 PLCC . SROCC Al
RMSE, 3 5 3t JLAF S6 2 19 % UL OF #4550 3F 17 X Bb .
MFE T AN 2 B B 42 AR A Y PLCC L, SROCC
RMSE =48 75 78 1 A I B0 42 rh 7845 31 1 4%
R g R, Ko PLCC & F 0.87, SROCC & F
0.83,RMSEfK T 0. 41,
Kim &6 ) FH XU filA 5 B 19 4% 32 B E A4
HIE, 2F 17 T N7 A AR A8 R 5 BT 35 43 . Zhou 5|
NIR AR, R SVR X Ir 42 B R AE 2517 3l 5, 15
FE UL HUMAA . Karimi 758 1 A W H 0 22 B 5L
EAE IR TR B R AE (8 0 W B 2% 20 Oy ik o
SV R Y A7 Y1 S5 A0 38 A5 3 20 00 FMIAE . R T
27 2 19 RMSE 38 A5 A 41 Karimi 257 49 J5 ¥, H 2
PLCC il SROCC ¥ 4~k fE 48 45 8 T Karimi %" f9 J7
W, 0F B R E R - % B A W o R T 2
i) 7 A LA (%) A0 58 JBCRTER AE o Zhou 257 R FH 2 R
BRI AR (DCT) R A, P AR R 22 5] rh 4
2 B2 B 3 A S B R AE , 5 R BE HL AR A =11
BEARYUEAT TN . Yang 26 R FH = Fh A 0025 18, 43 i 48
BT AR R 22 A B A0 22 R0 0 2835 sh AR AE , IF 2% JH A4~
SV R A HE AT 0050 0 FI . Jiang S5 B BURE 22 I
BE 22 KN A 22 B R R 22 X L R 45 A Ol AR SR
HURRAE | S5 Je R 5 Kt A F F90300 400 58 R 38 1E 43 - Xu
A5V gk R IO 22 RN S TR AR S RRAE , AR BE AN S8 11
FUAE g 29 T S5, ) A W B o il S SR o T AR A
WA BT SR 43
DL b JUA S 2 1 26 UL DA 455 78 11 0 5 J R DF 43 3
2 H B LU P A R AT R AR R S AR R . T A
T b A T 4 Oy ik 5 J R AR A A M B T 4 O TR R BT
A LG 4 Jg R AIE 0 Jmy 30 R A T R 2R AR AR, JF HLBR T
fif 1] SVR B A, 3R Afi F CNIN X Fir 45 BUAY 45 4 o 17 f
A TR A AR SVR BERL b gk 47 T, 45 21 (1% 1500

0811027-6



B R IL

£ 6055 8HI/2023 £ 4 A/BAERBFEHE

SR, 25 Bk IriR B AR M RE R O K
L TIN5 =2 0 S A 2 T ) 15 22 /0N | BB T i &
S M B B N ATT UL ST AR RS R R D AR 5
FEIE .

K745 T BT R AR E NBU S3D-VCA s & -
Ao 2 11 ST AR G B 2 00 35000 4 -5 60 7 19 32 00 P4 2
) f O 2R B I8 o NI 7 T LAY B LA S o A
Bk A U0 BH B B 00 DT A R AR ) I 43 K S
VEAE 5 YT AR G, BLAT 3 @ i A DG ME o I B T 25
B R ERA L UE B TR A R R A T AR LAY R RE L S AR
T 3t VA 37 A% PG %) 00 5 JE 6 A 65 A2 B

.
®
' 5 tl;lk
4t .I.I'. ..
L ]
s '.i..== .t'.
17e) 3 * 0!.'- s
2 . ot
9 . o e
g ®
P L
...
1 L
0 L
1 2 3 4 5
Predicted score

P 7 AR TN 0 32 00T A3 1 G FR B A
Fig. 7 Scatter plot of the relationship between model-predicted

value and subjective evaluation value

3.4 EAFKEEE

g T B UE BT R AR RS F CNN-SVR AE Sy [ 19 7 =
TE Ik R e O A 4 0 SR T CNNLSVR K
CNN-SVRAE 2 [m1H J5 5, Forr CNN [a] 5 5 0 45 5 ()
45K 2805 CNN-SVR KRR 37— B0, AR R 7E 4
A ZE Z R A dropout 2, HIEEFF N0, 2,
Je T4 A [RD 05 2 AT T, 2 Linear hy #015 PRER .
SV R T A5 7Y 114 4% R [R) FE A 428 1) 56 R, OF HL IR RE
KMk R0 A F R R RS 5. £ NBU
S3D-VCA FIIVY LAB A2 FF 80 B rh A7 52 50,
XA B 25 S HEAT HL B, RAT 19 S B8 25 R a4 3T s o

23 IR 7 3 RE X L

Table 3 Performance comparison of different regression methods

Regression NBU S3D-VCA IVY LAB

method  PLCC SROCC RMSE PLCC SROCC RMSE
CNN 0.7886 0.7284 0.5973 0.8336 0.8037 0.4375
SVR 0.8617 0.8162 0.5428 0.8945 0.8672 0. 3560

CNN-SVR 0.8759 0.8335 0.4010 0.9469 0.9035 0.2547
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Table 4 Comparison of different feature extraction methods

Method PLCC SROCC RMSE
Global feature 0.7271 0.6307 0.5994
Local feature 0.8173 0.7614 0.5042

Proposed method 0.8759 0. 8335 0. 4010
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